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DETAILED ACTION 

T his office action is responsive to election with traverse filed on 09/24/2009. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 3 and 9 are objected to because of the following informalities: It is 
suggested to insert apparatus (line 1 after intermediary). Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1 - 24, 31 , 35 - 40, and 48 - 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Wies et al (US 6,1 61 ,1 26; hereinafter Wies). 

Wies discloses a method of defining customization for electronic content 
retrieved over an electronic connection, comprising: retrieving electronic content from a 
remote server to a local client, through an intermediary apparatus (col. 2, lines 9 - 34; 
col. 3, lines 24 - 34); (b) editing the content at the local client by a user using a 
WYSIWYG editor, wherein said editor is a standard software used for displaying of 
content and wherein said editing does not require installation of software requiring user 
authorization (figs. 17a - 17b; col. 30, line 52 -through col. 31, line 41); automatically 
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generating at least one customization definition based on said editing, said 
customization definition suitable for automatic applying to said content (col. 3, lines 35 - 
64; col. 35, lines 1 - 26); and modifying data provided at a later time according to the at 
least one customization definition, wherein the intermediary apparatus supports the 
editing at the local client (col. 19, line 50 through col. 20, line 39; col. 41, line 57 through 
col. 42, line 20). 

Regarding claim 2, Wies discloses the method according to claim 1, wherein said 
retrieving comprises retrieving a tagged data file (col. 18, lines 25 - 45; col. 18, line 66 
through col. 19, line 10). 

Regarding claim 3, Wies discloses the method according to claim 2, wherein said 
intermediary is an HTTP intermediary (col. 27, lines 28 - 53; col. 28, lines 20 - 43). 

Regarding claim 4, Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein said 
tagged data file is in a self-describing language (col. 27, lines 28 - 53; col. 28, lines 20 - 
43). 

Regarding claim 5, Wies discloses the method according to claim 4, wherein said 
language is a hyper-text mark-up language (col. 27, line 54 through col. 28, line 43). 

Regarding claim 6, Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein said 
editor comprises an internet browser (col. 2, lines 35 - 48; col. 11, lines 8 - 31 ; col. 1 9, 
line 50 through col. 20, line 21). 

Regarding claim 7, Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein 
automatically generating comprises detecting changes in said content caused by said 
editing, after said editing is preformed (col. 27, lines 3 - 20; col. 36, lines 1 - 53). 
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Regarding claim 8, Wies discloses the method according to claim 7, wherein 
detecting changes comprises detecting changes using a hierarchical comparison of the 
electronic content before and after the editing (col. 20, lines 22 - 39. 

Regarding claim 9, Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein said 
intermediary comprises a proxy (col. 27, lines 28 - 38). 

Regarding claim 10, Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein the 
intermediary modifies the retrieved content to allow at least one of said editing of the 
content at the local client or the automatically generating of the at least one 
customization definition (col. 3, lines 35 - 64; col. 35, lines 1 - 26). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Wies discloses the method according to claim 10, wherein 
said modifying of the retrieved content comprises marking at least some of said content 
as editable (col. 4, lines 23 - 49). 

Regarding claim 12, Wies discloses the method according to claim 10, wherein 
said modifying of the retrieved content comprises adding at least one control to said 
content (col. 19, lines 20 - 37). 

Regarding claim 13, Wies discloses the method according to claim 10, wherein 
said modifying of the retrieved content comprises adding at least one client side code 
module to said content (col. 4, lines 23 - 49). 

Regarding claim 14, Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein 
automatically generating the at least one customization definition based on said editing 
comprises defining a spatial area to be customized (col. 39, lines 12 - 28). 
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Regarding claim 15, Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, comprising 
overriding at least one automatically generated customization definition by said user 
(col. 16, lines 27-45). 

Regarding claim 16, Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein 
said editing comprises editing without typing human understandable words (col. 30, line 
52 through col. 31, line 41). 

Regarding claim 17, Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein 
said editing comprises editing by selection among choices (col. 30, line 52 through col. 
31, line 41). 

Regarding claim 18, Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, comprising 
manually defining at least one parameter of a customization definition (col. 3, lines 23 - 
49). 

Regarding claim 19, Wies discloses the method according to claim 18, wherein 
said manually defining comprises defining different types of translation for different parts 
of said content (col. 26, line 62 through col. 27, line 2). 

Regarding claim 20, Wies discloses the method according to claim 15, wherein 
said overriding comprises requiring an exact match of an element of said content to a 
definition, for a customization to be applied (col. 16, lines 27 - 63). 

Regarding claim 21, Wies discloses the method according to claim 15, wherein 
said overriding comprises allowing a match other than a one-to-one match to a 
definition, for a customization to be applied (col. 16, lines 27 - 63). 
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Regarding claim 22, Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein a 
customization definition is defined by a context in said content (col. 30, line 52 through 
col. 31, line 41). 

Regarding claim 23, Wies discloses the method according to claim 22, wherein 
said context is an expression defining elements in said content to be part of the context 
(col. 30, line 52 through col. 31 , line 41). 

Regarding claim 24, Wies discloses the method of according to claim 23, wherein 
said expression is a hierarchical expression (col. 30, line 52 through col. 31, line 41). 

Regarding claim 29, Wies discloses the method according to claim 22, wherein a 
context is defined based on a spatial location, during a display of the content, of a label 
associated with an element to be customized (col. 38, line 3 through col. 39, line 28). 

Regarding claim 30, Wies discloses the method according to claim 29, wherein 
an association of a label and an element is identified using a browser-internal script 
which finds spatial positions of the labels and spatial positions of nearby elements (col. 
27, lines 3 - 38; col. 38, line 3 through col. 39, line 28). 

Regarding claim 31 , Wies discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein 
said intermediary authorizes said user to perform said editing (col. 38, line 3 through 
col. 39, line 28). 

Regarding claim 32, Wies discloses the method according to claim 1 , wherein the 
at least one customization definition is passed from said clients to said intermediary 
(col. 38, line 3 through col. 39, line 28). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 25 - 30 and 41 - 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wies et al (US 6,161,126; hereinafter Wies) in view of Larcheveque 
et al (US 20090138790; hereinafter Larcheveque). 

Regarding claim 25, Wies discloses substantially all the limitations, but fails to 
specifically disclose that said expression is an XPath or XPath-like type expression. 

However, Larcheveque discloses an analogous structural editing with schema 
awareness, which chows an XPath or XPath-like type expression (paragraph [0006]). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Wies by incorporating an XPath or 
XPath-like type expression as evidenced by Larcheveque for the purpose of addressing 
and filtering the elements and text of XML documents, thereby reducing the size of the 
semantic information required to transform the structure data into the rendered structure 
document, which would in turn advantageously improve the performance of the 
rendering. 

Regarding claim 26, Wies and Larcheveque disclose all the limitations in claim 
26, and Larcheveque further discloses that said expression is generated automatically 
(paragraphs [0020], [0078], [0098], and [0102]). See motivation applied in claim 25. 
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Regarding claim 27, Wies and Larcheveque disclose all the limitations in claim 

25, and Larcheveque further discloses that said expression is generated in response to 
an editing activity (paragraphs [0020], [0078], [0098], and [0102]). See motivation 
applied in claim 25. 

Regarding claim 28, Wies and Larcheveque disclose all the limitations in claim 

26, and Larcheveque further discloses that said expression is generated in response to 
a marking by a user (paragraph [0077]). 

Claims 35 - 42 and 48 - 55 incorporate substantially all the limitations of claims 
1 - 32 with minor modification in the claimed language. The reasons for rejecting claims 
1 - 32 apply to claims 35 - 42 and 48 - 55. Therefore, claims 35 - 42 and 48 - 55 are 
rejected for the same reasons. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Guheen et al (US 6,61 5,1 66) discloses a prioritizing component of a network 
framework required for implementation of technology. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YVES DALENCOURT whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3998. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5:30. 
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the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
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